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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Non-Final Office Action in response to the communication 
received on October 31, 2003. Claims 1-20 are now pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-13 and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Matheson (U.S. 7,184,940). 

As per claim 1 , Matheson discloses a method of managing at least one 
collaborative process performed in accordance with a first entity and at least a second 
entity, the method comprising the steps of: 

obtaining information associated with the at least one collaborative process (col. 
2, lines 39-46; A collaboration object model captures various information related to an 
online meeting (i.e., collaborative process).); and 

based on at least a portion of the obtained information, dynamically maintaining 
an information structure representative of the collaborative process so as to assist at 
least one of the first entity and the second entity in managing at least a portion of the 
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collaborative process (col. 2, lines 39-46; col. 4, lines 28-32; Figure 2; The collaboration 
object model is an information structure.). 

As per claim 2, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of incorporating annotated business data into the information structure (col. 4, lines 
28-52; A meeting plan object and conversation object include annotated business data 
as part of the collaboration object model.). 

As per claim 3, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of incorporating annotated design data into the information structure (Figure 3 
represents an annotated design for data of the collaborative object model.). 

As per claim 4, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of controlling data flow associated with the at least one collaborative process 
based on the information structure (col. 5, lines 14-36; Figure 3 illustrates the data flow 
associated with a collaborative session.). 

As per claim 5, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of fetching one or more design data features for at least one of monitoring and 
tracking the at least one collaborative process (col. 6, lines 43-59). 

As per claim 6, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least 
one collaborative process is a business process (col. 5, lines 14-36; A meeting is a 
business process.). 

As per claim 7, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least 
one collaborative process is an engineering design process (col. 5, lines 37-37-65; A 
meeting may include a discussion on product design requirements.). 
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As per claim 8, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
information structure comprises a pyramid structure (Figures 3-5 represent relational 
design structures, or pyramid structures, as many of the objects have one to many 
relationships.). 

As per claim 9, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
information structure is multi-dimensional (Figures 3-5 represent relational design 
structures, or multi-dimensional structures, as many of the objects have one to many 
relationships.). 

As per claim 10, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the 
information structure is multi-resolution (Figures 3-5 represent relational design 
structures, or multi-resolution structures, as many of the objects have one to many 
relationships.). 

As per claim 1 1 , Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the obtained 
information comprises annotated data (Figure 3; The meeting discussion includes 
conversations from the meeting, which is annotated data.). 

As per claim 12, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the obtained 
information comprises user input (col. 6, lines 43-48; Information discussed during a 
collaboration meeting includes data that is captured, modified and accessed by all 
meeting participants.). 

As per claim 13, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step of 
maintaining the information structure further comprises updating one or more check 
points associated with the information structure (Check points are inherent to relational 
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object models as certain objects cannot exist before other objects. For example, in 
Figure 4 a design issue is encapsulated by (and cannot exist before) a design 
representation. Col. 6, lines 11-19). 

As per claim 15, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of analyzing at least one of the obtained information and the information 
structure (col. 7, lines 49-59; The decision tracking object model allows decision 
analysis to be performed using user supplied questions, answers and product design 
issues.). 

As per claim 16, Matheson discloses the method of claim 1 5, further comprising 
the step of generating one or more action representations based on the analyzing step 
(items 290 and 280 in Figure 3; Action items and commitments are generated.). 

As per claim 17, Matheson discloses the method of claim 16, wherein the 
analyzing step is rule-based (The analyzing step is rule-based in that object-oriented 
relational database design requires that certain objects exist before others. Figure 3 
illustrates a rule showing that Actors (i.e., meeting participants) make Commitments and 
Commitments ensure Actionltems.). 

Claims 18-20 represent corresponding apparatus, article of manufacture and 
method claims to the claims already rejected above. Therefore, claims 18-20 are 
rejected on the same basis as claims 1-13 and 15-17 above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matheson (U.S. 7,184,940), as applied above, and Hussein et al. (U.S. 7,007,235). 

As per claim 14, Matheson does not expressly disclose the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the step of maintaining the information structure further comprises calculating 
at least one energy level associated with the information structure. Hussein et al. 
discloses a behavior agent used to express a participant's frustration during an online 
collaboration meeting (col. 9, lines 54-67; col. 10, lines 1-14). Matheson and Hussein et 
al. are analogous references in that both are concerned with facilitating online 
collaboration meetings. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to modify Matheson to calculate an energy level (i.e., 
frustration level per Applicant's specification) associated with a meeting because doing 
so provides all participants of the meeting with an idea of the level of approval of a 
potential solution, thereby enhancing the feedback process for the meeting (see 
Hussein et al., col. 9, lines 55-58). 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Smiga et al. (U.S. 6,029,171 ) discusses group collaboration; 

• Smiga et al. (U.S. 6,421 ,678) discusses group collaboration; 

• Smiga et al. (U.S. 6,622,147) discusses group collaboration; 

• Notani et al. (U.S. 7,039,597) discusses managing collaboration between 
enterprises; 

• Matheson (U.S. 6,952,660) discusses a collaboration session recording model; 

• Kumar et al. (U.S. 6,697,81 0) discusses event monitoring and tracking; 

• Allen et al. (U.S. 7,146,381) discusses a collaboration tool; 

• Allen et al. (U.S. 6,026,410) discusses a collaboration tool; 

• Cho et al. (U.S. 6,754,677) discusses facilitating information exchange; and 

• Schaeffer et al. (U.S. 6,1 58,903) discusses collaboratively editing data. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to C. Michelle Tarae whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6727. The examiner can normally be reached Monday - Friday from 8:30am to 
5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz, can be reached at 571-272-6729. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/C. Michelle Tarae/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



February 18, 2008 



